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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the Appeal Brief filed on November 21 , 2008. Claims 
1-14 and 18-28 are pending. Claims 1-14 and 18-28 represent screen scraping 
interface. After further review during Appeal Brief Conference, Examiner decided to 
reopen prosecution with a new prior art rejection. 

2. Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 
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3. Claims 1-6, 18-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Acree U.S. 20030208563. 

Acree teaches the invention as claimed including web dispatching service (see 
abstract). 

As to claims 1 and 18, Acree teaches a method and an interface for interfacing 
between a client and a mainframe (i.e. "dispatch server") system (figure 3B), 
comprising: 

Receiving a request for services from said client (paragraphs [0040] and [005]); 

Parsing said requests to obtain parsed requests (paragraph [0051]); 

Obtaining service definitions based on said parsed requests (paragraph [0051]); 

Executing commands based on said service definitions, said commands 
corresponding with applications recognized by said mainframe system for providing 
results to said requests for services (abstract, Acree discloses translating the service 
command on the dispatch server (i.e. "mainframe") into an application request to the 
application request to the application server, wherein the translating is based on a 
service definition stored on the dispatch server, and processing the application request); 
and 

Providing said results to said client (page 12, claim 64, Acree discloses sending 
the result from t he dispatch server to the client). 
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As to claims 2, 3 and 20, Acree teaches a method according to claims 1 and 2, 
respectively, wherein receiving said requests for services comprises: 

receiving a connection request from said client (paragraph [001 1]); and 
instantiating a session manager to receive said requests for services, wherein 
instantiating comprises instantiating one of said plurality of session managers 
(paragraph 0012]). 

As to claims 4 and 5, Acree teaches a method according to claims 1 and 4, 
respectively, comprising: 

retrieving entitlement information related to said client (paragraph [008], Acree 
discloses processing the service command that is send by the requestor to the dispatch 
server (i.e. "entitlement information related to the client is retrieved"); 

obtaining said service definitions when said entitlement information indicates said 
parsed requests can be processed for said client, and returning an error message to 
said client when said entitlement information indicates said parsed requests cannot be 
processed for said client (paragraph [0051]). 

As to claims 6 and 26, Acree teaches a method and an interface according to 
claims 1 and 8, wherein: 

obtaining service definitions comprises determining if said requests for services 
are requests for single commands client (paragraph [0051]); and 
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executing commands for providing results comprises executing said single 
commands at an interface interfacing said client with said mainframe system when said 
requests for services are requests for single commands (paragraph [0058]; abstract). 

As to claims 12 and 25, Acree teaches a method and an interface according to 
claim 1 , comprising: opening a socket connection to an interface to facilitate interfacing 
with said mainframe system; and managing said interface over said socket connection 
(paragraph [0010], Acree discloses... a dispatcher includes a data store, and a 
processor programmed to translate a service request into an application address (i.e. 
"opening a socket connection to an interface to facilitate interfacing with said 
mainframe system"), and manage a user interface, wherein the user interface includes 
a service registration ("managing said interface over said socket connection")...). 

As to claims 13 and 24, Acree teaches a method and an interface according to 
claims 12 and 18, wherein managing comprises at least one of controlling access of 
said clients to said interface, generating said service definitions, and modifying said 
service definitions (paragraph [0052]). 

4. Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Acree U.S. 20030208563 in view of Underwood U.S. 6,523,027, further in view of 
Jaenecke et al. U.S. 7,028,093. 

Acree teaches the invention substantially as claimed including web dispatching 
service (see abstract). 

As to claim 7, Acree teaches a method according to claim 1 . 

However, Acree fails to teach explicitly creating a plurality of connections with 
said mainframe system to form a connection pool. 

However, Underwood teaches interfacing servers in a java based e-commerce 
architecture. Underwood teaches creating a plurality of connections to form a 
connection pool (column 24, lines 30-37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Acree in view of Underwood to provide creating a 
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plurality of connections with said mainframe system to form a connection pool in order 
to allow users to interact with the system at the same time. 

Acree and Underwood fail to teach explicitly assigning one of said connections 
for interacting with said mainframe system. 

However, Jaenecke teaches assigning one of said connections for interacting 
with said mainframe system (column 6, claim 11). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Acree and Underwood in view of Jaenecke to provide 
assigning one of said connections from said connection pool for interacting with said 
mainframe system when a service request is received in order to allow dedicated port 
for each user accessing the mainframe server. 

As to claim 9, Acree teaches a method to claim 7, wherein: 

Executing commands comprises performing commands corresponding to 
execution sections of said service definitions (abstract; claim 10). 

However, Acree fails to teach explicitly creating a plurality of connections. 

However, Underwood teaches creating a plurality of connections (column 24, 
lines 30-37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Acree in view of Underwood to provide creating said 
plurality of connections comprises performing commands corresponding to startup 
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sections of said service definitions in order to allow users to interact with the system at 
the same time. 



6. Claim 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Acree U.S. 20030208563 in view of Underwood U.S. 6,523,027, in view of Jaenecke et 
al. U.S. 7,028,093, further in view of McGuire U.S. 6,996,615. 

Acree teaches the invention substantially as claimed including web dispatching 
service (see abstract). 

As to claim 8, Acree and Underwood and Jaenecke a method according to claim 

7. 

Acree, Underwood and Jaenecke fail to teach explicitly returning said 
connections to said connection pool when said client chooses to end the session. 

However, McGuire teaches high scalable least connections load balancing. 
McGuire teaches returning said connections to said connection pool when said client 
chooses to end the session (column 5, lines 55-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Acree, Underwood and Jaenecke in view of McGuire to 
provide returning said connections to said connection pool when said client chooses to 
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end the session in order to allow free connection ports to be allocated to other users 
who are waiting on a queue to connect to the mainframe server. 

7. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Acree U.S. 20030208563 in view of Underwood U.S. 6,523,027, in view of Jaenecke et 
al. U.S. 7,028,093, further in view of Kubala U.S. 5,564,040. 

Acree teaches the invention substantially as claimed including web dispatching 
service (see abstract). 

As to claim 10, Acree and Underwood teach a method to claim 9. 
Acree and Underwood fail to teach explicitly request for service include a logout 
request. 

However, Kubala teaches method and apparatus for providing a serve function in 
a logically partitioned hardware machine. Kubala teaches request for service include a 
logout request (column 7, lines 39-52). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Acree and Underwood in view of Kubala to provide 
executing commands comprises performing commands corresponding to a close-up 
section of one of said service definitions to release said plurality of connections when 
said requests for services include a logout request in order to allow automatic logout 
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and restart of server logical partition when the server logical partition detects a problem 
that it cannot recover from (column 7, lines 27-29). 

8. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Acree U.S. 20030208563 in view of Janveja et al. U.S. 20030231750. 

Acree teaches the invention substantially as claimed including web dispatching 
service (see abstract). 

As to claim 1 1 , Acree teaches a method according to claim 1 . 

Acree fails to teach explicitly screens of said mainframe system. 

However, Janveja teaches skip tracking system. Janveja teaches screens of said 
mainframe system (paragraph [0100]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Acree in view of Janveja to provide specifying 
identifiers for screens of said mainframe system; and specifying actions to be taken with 
respect to said screens to generate said service definitions, said actions including one 
of receiving said requests for services and providing said results in order to identify 
associated telephone numbers (paragraph [0086]). 

9. Claims 14 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Acree U.S. 20030208563 in view of Underwood U.S. 6,523,027. 
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Acree teaches the invention substantially as claimed including web dispatching 
service (see abstract). 

As to claims 14 and 28, Acree teaches a method and an interface according to 
claims 12 and 18. 

Acree fails to teach explicitly logging activities of said interface to obtain logs; and 
debugging executing commands based on said logs. 

However, Sundaresan teaches method and apparatus for transaction tracking in 
a web presentation architecture. Sundaresan teaches logging activities of said 
interface to obtain logs; and debugging executing commands based on said logs 
(paragraph [269]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Acree in view of Sundaresan to provide logging 
activities of said interface to obtain logs; and debugging executing commands based 
on said logs in order to allow services to time their own layers, and to determine where 
performance bottlenecks and the like occur (paragraph [0039]) 

10. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Acree U.S. 20030208563 in view of Steele et al. U.S. 7,016,877. 
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Acree teaches the invention substantially as claimed including web dispatching 
service (see abstract). 

As to claim 27, Acree teaches an interface according to claim 18 

Acree fails to teach explicitly an authenticator containing access privilege 
information for said client, said access privilege information for determining if a client 
inputting said requests for services is authorized to have said service processor obtain 
said service definitions based on said parsed requests. 

However, Steele teaches Consumer-controlled limited and constrained access to 
a centrally stored information account. Steele teaches an authenticator containing 
access privilege information for said client, said access privilege information for 
determining if a client inputting said requests for services is authorized to have said 
service processor obtain said service definitions based on said parsed requests 
(column 10, lines29-52). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Acree in view of Steele to provide an authenticator containing 
access privilege information for said client, said access privilege information for 
determining if a client inputting said requests for services is authorized to have said 
service processor obtain said service definitions based on said parsed requests. One 
would be motivated to do so to allow monitoring transactions. 
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Claims 19, 21-23 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 1-14, 20 
and 24-8 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1-14 and 18-28 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the references 
applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified 
citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It 
is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the 
references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well 
as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention 



11. 



Response to Arguments 



12. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to El Hadji M Sail whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4010. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/El Hadji M Sail/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2457 

/ARIO ETIENNE/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



